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probably been wise, have tended to exaggerate the weakness of his will.
The great statesman has always used tariffs deliberately. It is only when political energy is dead that people refer to them as expedients. Bismarck understood the subject at a time when the mind of the Englishman was becoming confused. Like all statesmen he asked himself first where he was going, and secondly what was his object in arriving. He knew that trade could be raised to any state of artificiality if it could be controlled within a self-sufficient unit. Although he did not possess such a unit he was not frustrated, and counted on an armed conquest at some future date. He would hardly have overlooked the potentialities of the British Empire. In 1834 he used Free Trade to unify Germany by the Zollverein. The same policy used Protection to encourage intensively the larger unit of the Nation. Here was an example of the use of each system according to the end in view and proof of the subservience of economics to the politic will. The economic trouble in the world to-day is an absence of policy. Mr. Baldwin typifies its absence.
Most modern economists imply the absence of policy-They imply the Free Trade premise, or the principle to have no principle. List, the German economist, knew that Free Trade would assist a nation with a natural start as the workshop of the world, but considered the maintenance of a balance between agriculture and industry was the highest aim in policy. He saw not a small disaster awaiting a nation that became so industrialised that it lost its self-sufficiency, its physique, and its will to power. The Germans, from the first reawakening of political consciousness, desired to be a great people in the world and not, as their English cousins, the richest. Tariffs were part of their scheme and liberalism to the Prussians was a chronic disease. There is no doubt that the self-confidence of liberalism has been lost, to find the statesmanlike capacity to direct commerce destroyed. The economist is manipulating the details, without the